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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1, 3, 4, 6, 7, 9, 10, 12, 13, 15, 16 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Johnson et al, US Patent no. 6,580,950 [Johnson], in view of Pearce, 
US Patent no. 5,675,814. 

Regarding claim 1, Johnson discloses a gateway card [Control Unit in Figures 2 and 3] 
that is connected to an information processor [XI 0 Interface in Figure 5] and that receives and 
transmits data between different networks [Global Computer Network and XI 0 Network in 
Figure 5], the gateway card comprising: 

a receiving unit [Dial Modem, DSL or Cable Modem in Figure 5] that receives from a 
remote control device [Data Center or Web Browser on User Computer, Figures 1 and 5] remote 
control data to be set to an apparatus [XI 0 Lights in Figure 5] to be remote controlled and a 
remote control request [column 4, lines 55-67 and column 5, lines 29-52]; and 

a data setting unit [Microprocessor in Figure 5] that makes the information processor set 
the remote control data to the apparatus to be remote controlled [column 5, lines 29-52]. 

Johnson does not disclose changing a power mode of the information processor from a 
power-saving mode to a normal power mode when the receiving unit receives the remote control 
request, and changing the power mode from the normal power mode to the power-saving mode 
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when the setting of in the remote control data to apparatus to be remote controlled is complete. 
Pearce states that the importance of power conservation is known in the art. One well known 
way of achieving power conservation is shutting down parts of a computer which are not being 
used [column 1, lines 54-65]. Specifically, Pearce discloses supplying power to an I/O port of a 
computer only when I/O operations requiring that I/O port are encountered [column 2, lines 12- 
26]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Johnson system 
to operate the information processor in a power-saving mode when no remote control requests 
requiring the information processor are received and operating the information processor in a 
normal mode when remote control requests requiring the information processor are received. 
Operating the information processor in a power-saving mode when it is not being used reduces 
unnecessary power consumption [Pearce, column 1, lines 54-58]. 

Regarding claim 3, Johnson further discloses that the data setting unit identifies one 
apparatus to be remote controlled from among a plurality of apparatuses from information 
contained in the remote control data, and makes the information processor set the remote control 
data to the identified apparatus [column 5, lines 40-52]. 

Regarding claim 4, Johnson discloses a gateway control method applied to a gateway 
card [Control Unit in Figures 2 and 3] that is connected to an information processor [XI 0 
Interface in Figure 5] and that receives and transmits data between different networks [Global 
Computer Network and XI 0 Network in Figure 5], the gateway control method comprising: 

receiving from a remote control device [Data Center or Web Browser on User Computer, 
Figures 1 and 5] remote control data to be set to an apparatus to be remote controlled [X10 
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Lights in Figure 5] and a remote control request [column 4, lines 55-67 and column 5, lines 29- 
52]; and 

making the information processor set the remote control data to the apparatus to be 
remote controlled [column 5, lines 29-52]. 

Johnson does not disclose changing a power mode of the information processor from a 
power-saving mode to a normal power mode when the receiving unit receives the remote control 
request, and changing the power mode from the normal power mode to the power-saving mode 
when the setting of in the remote control data to apparatus to be remote controlled is complete. 
Pearce states that the importance of power conservation is known in the art. One well known 
way of achieving power conservation is shutting down parts of a computer which are not being 
used [column 1, lines 54-65]. Specifically, Pearce discloses supplying power to an I/O port of a 
computer only when I/O operations requiring that I/O port are encountered [column 2, lines 12- 
26]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Johnson method 
to operate the information processor in a power-saving mode when no remote control requests 
requiring the information processor are received and operating the information processor in a 
normal mode when remote control requests requiring the information processor are received. 
Operating the information processor in a power-saving mode when it is not being used reduces 
unnecessary power consumption [Pearce, column 1, lines 54-58]. 

Regarding claim 6, Johnson further discloses identifying one apparatus to be remote 
controlled from among a plurality of apparatuses from information contained in the remote 
control data, and making the information processor set the remote control data to the identified 
apparatus, [column 5, lines 40-52]. 
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Regarding claim 7, Johnson discloses a computer program that is applied to a gateway 
card [Control Unit in Figures 2 and 3] that is connected to an information processor [X10 
Interface in Figure 5] and that receives and transmits data between different networks [Global 
Computer Network and XI 0 Network in Figure 5], the gateway control method comprising: 

receiving from a remote control device [Data Center or Web Browser on User Computer, 
Figures 1 and 5] remote control data to be set to an apparatus to be remote controlled and a 
remote control request [column 4, lines 55-67 and column 5, lines 29-52]; and 

making the information processor set the remote control data to the apparatus to be 
remote controlled [column 5, lines 29-52]. 

Johnson does not disclose changing a power mode of the information processor from a 
power-saving mode to a normal power mode when the receiving unit receives the remote control 
request, and changing the power mode from the normal power mode to the power-saving mode 
when the setting of in the remote control data to apparatus to be remote controlled is complete. 
Pearce states that the importance of power conservation is known in the art. One well known 
way of achieving power conservation is shutting down parts of a computer which are not being 
used [column 1, lines 54-65]. Specifically, Pearce discloses supplying power to an I/O port of a 
computer only when I/O operations requiring that I/O port are encountered [column 2, lines 12- 
26]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Johnson method 
to operate the information processor in a power-saving mode when no remote control requests 
requiring the information processor are received and operating the information processor in a 
normal mode when remote control requests requiring the information processor are received. 
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Operating the information processor in a power-saving mode when it is not being used reduces 
unnecessary power consumption [Pearce, column 1, lines 54-58]. 

Regarding claim 9, Johnson further discloses identifying one apparatus to be remote 
controlled from among a plurality of apparatuses from information contained in the remote 
control data, and making the information processor set the remote control data to the identified 
apparatus, [column 5, lines 40-52]. 

Regarding claim 10, Johnson discloses a gateway apparatus [Control Unit in Figures 2 
and 3] having an information processor [X10 Interface in Figure 5] and a gateway section that is 
connected to the information processor and that receives and transmits data between different 
networks [Global Computer Network and XI 0 Network in Figure 5], wherein the gateway 
section includes 

a receiving unit [Dial Modem, DSL or Cable Modem in Figure 5] that receives from a 
remote control device [Data Center or Web Browser on User Computer, Figures 1 and 5] remote 
control data to be set to an apparatus [X10 Lights in Figure 5] to be remote controlled and a 
remote control request [column 4, lines 55-67 and column 5, lines 29-52]; and 

a data setting unit [Microprocessor in Figure 5] that makes the information processor set 
the remote control data to the apparatus to be remote controlled [column 5, lines 29-52]. 

Johnson does not disclose changing a power mode of the information processor from a 
power-saving mode to a normal power mode when the receiving unit receives the remote control 
request, and changing the power mode from the normal power mode to the power-saving mode 
when the setting of in the remote control data to apparatus to be remote controlled is complete. 
Pearce states that the importance of power conservation is known in the art. One well known 



Application/Control Number: 10/658,341 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2116 

way of achieving power conservation is shutting down parts of a computer which are not being 
used [column 1, lines 54-65]. Specifically, Pearce discloses supplying power to an I/O port of a 
computer only when I/O operations requiring that I/O port are encountered [column 2, lines 12- 
26]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Johnson system 
to operate the information processor in a power-saving mode when no remote control requests 
requiring the information processor are received and operating the information processor in a 
normal mode when remote control requests requiring the information processor are received. 
Operating the information processor in a power-saving mode when it is not being used reduces 
unnecessary power consumption [Pearce, column 1, lines 54-58]. 

Regarding claim 12, Johnson further discloses that the data setting unit identifies one 
apparatus to be remote controlled from among a plurality of apparatuses from information 
contained in the remote control data, and makes the information processor set the remote control 
data to the identified apparatus [column 5, lines 40-52]. 

Regarding claim 13, Johnson discloses a gateway control method applied to a gateway 
apparatus [Control Unit in Figures 2 and 3] that has an information processor [XI 0 Interface in 
Figure 5] and a gateway section that is connected to the information processor and that receives 
and transmits data between different networks [Global Computer Network and XI 0 Network in 
Figure 5], wherein the gateway section executes 

receiving from a remote control device [Data Center or Web Browser on User Computer, 
Figures 1 and 5] remote control data to be set to an apparatus to be remote controlled [X10 
Lights in Figure 5] and a remote control request [column 4, lines 55-67 and column 5, lines 29- 
52]; 
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making the information processor set the remote control data to the apparatus to be 
remote controlled [column 5, lines 29-52]. 

Johnson does not disclose changing a power mode of the information processor from a 
power-saving mode to a normal power mode when the receiving unit receives the remote control 
request, and changing the power mode from the normal power mode to the power-saving mode 
when the setting of in the remote control data to apparatus to be remote controlled is complete. 
Pearce states that the importance of power conservation is known in the art. One well known 
way of achieving power conservation is shutting down parts of a computer which are not being 
used [column 1, lines 54-65]. Specifically, Pearce discloses supplying power to an I/O port of a 
computer only when I/O operations requiring that I/O port are encountered [column 2, lines 12- 
26]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Johnson method 
to operate the information processor in a power-saving mode when no remote control requests 
requiring the information processor are received and operating the information processor in a 
normal mode when remote control requests requiring the information processor are received. 
Operating the information processor in a power-saving mode when it is not being used reduces 
unnecessary power consumption [Pearce, column 1, lines 54-58]. 

Regarding claim 15, Johnson further discloses identifying one apparatus to be remote 
controlled from among a plurality of apparatuses from information contained in the remote 
control data, and making the information processor set the remote control data to the identified 
apparatus, [column 5, lines 40-52]. 

Regarding claim 16, Johnson discloses a computer program applied to a gateway 
apparatus [Control Unit in Figures 2 and 3] that has an information processor [X10 Interface in 
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Figure 5] and a gateway section that is connected to the information processor and that receives 
and transmits data between different networks [Global Computer Network and XI 0 Network in 
Figure 5], wherein the gateway section executes 

receiving from a remote control device [Data Center or Web Browser on User Computer, 
Figures 1 and 5] remote control data to be set to an apparatus to be remote controlled [XI 0 
Lights in Figure 5] and a remote control request [column 4, lines 55-67 and column 5, lines 29- 
52]; 

making the information processor set the remote control data to the apparatus to be 
remote controlled [column 5, lines 29-52]. 

Johnson does not disclose changing a power mode of the information processor from a 
power-saving mode to a normal power mode when the receiving unit receives the remote control 
request, and changing the power mode from the normal power mode to the power-saving mode 
when the setting of in the remote control data to apparatus to be remote controlled is complete. 
Pearce states that the importance of power conservation is known in the art. One well known 
way of achieving power conservation is shutting down parts of a computer which are not being 
used [column 1, lines 54-65]. Specifically, Pearce discloses supplying power to an I/O port of a 
computer only when I/O operations requiring that I/O port are encountered [column 2, lines 12- 
26]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the Johnson method 
to operate the information processor in a power-saving mode when no remote control requests 
requiring the information processor are received and operating the information processor in a 
normal mode when remote control requests requiring the information processor are received. 
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Operating the information processor in a power-saving mode when it is not being used reduces 
unnecessary power consumption [Pearce, column 1, lines 54-58]. 

Regarding claim 18, Johnson further discloses identifying one apparatus to be remote 
controlled from among a plurality of apparatuses from information contained in the remote 
control data, and making the information processor set the remote control data to the identified 
apparatus, [column 5, lines 40-52]. 

Claims 2, 5, 8, 1 1, 14 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Johnson et al., US Patent no. 6,580,950 [Johnson] and Pearce, US Patent no. 5,675,814, in 
view of Hilt, USPatent no. 6,738,820. 

Johnson and Pearce, as described above, disclose a gateway card and control method for 
a gateway card. Specifically, Johnson discloses that the remote controlled apparatus [lighting 
controls] may also send status information to the remote control device [column 5, lines 45-49]. 
Therefore a user at the remote control device could send a command to the lighting controls to 
turn on/off the lights and then receive status information from the lighting controls indicating if 
the lights were in fact turned on/off. Johnson does not disclose that the status information is sent 
to the remote control device via email. Hilt discloses a gateway comprising an email module 
that sends emails containing status information to a remote control device [column 3, line 65 - 
column 4, line 9 and column 4, lines 30-34]. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art to modify the Johnson and Pearce gateway card to include an email module for 
communicating status email messages from the controlled apparatus to the remote controlling 
device. One would be motivated to use email for communication between the gateway and the 
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remote controlling device because email services are widely available to a variety of computing 
devices [Hilt, column 2, line 64 - column 3, line 9]. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Sawada, US Patent no. 6,735,619, discloses a home gateway apparatus for controlling 
home network devices from another network. 

Ober, US Patent no. 6,665,802, discloses a power manager for managing the power 
supplied to individual subsystems in a computer system. 

Edson, US Patent no. 6,526,581, discloses a gateway for connecting in-home devices to 
external networks. 

Walukiewicz, US Patent no. 6,510,454, discloses reporting the status of a remote device 
using email. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Paul B. Yanchus whose telephone number is (571) 272-3678. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 8:00-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lynne H. Browne can be reached on (571) 272-3670. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-9 197(toll-free). 




Paul Yanchus 
February 14, 2006 
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